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gists concluded there was no use adding to
the high hurdles already facing New Frontier
legislation in the second session.

“With key Senate and House Democrats. also
‘turning against the nonappropriated financ-
ing, the tide of opinion was enough to halt
it. "But. it remains to be seen whether the
-trend will continue in the 88th Congress,
which starts in January. )

The 1961 Invasien Failure in Cuba. Périls
U.S. Global Policies

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. LEON H. GAVIN

OF PENNSYLVANIA .
"IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, October 2, 1962

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, under leave
to extend my remarks in the REecorp, I
include the following article from the
Washington Evening Star of October 2,
1962:

POoINT oF VIEW—1961 INVASION FAILURE IN
. CuBa PERILS U.S. GLoBaL POLICIES
‘(By Clare Boothe Luce)

New York, October 2.—At his nationally
televised September 13 press conference, the
President sald, “I would like to set (the
Cuban sltuation) in perspective.” This is
.precisely what the President has failed to do.

-He has insisted that Castro’s Cuba con-
stitutes no political or military threat to the
United States or “to any * * * part of this
hemisphere,” that “Castro is doomed,” that
‘“he is no longer feared in Latin America’” and
‘that consequently “unilateral intervention
on the part of the United States of America
~eannot currently be either required or justi-
-fied.”

By resting the case agalnst U.S, interven-
tilon on a shockingly erroneous estimate of
the Cuban situation, the President has
evaded a desperately urgent task—to alert
the people of this Nation to the grave dangers
‘we face if we go to war against Cuba now, or
at any time In the future.

DANGEROUS CONSEQUENCES
Putting the Cuban situation in its true

perspective would have required the Presi-

dent to make an excruciatingly painful ad-
mission; that the fallure to carry through

the Cuban invasion in April 1961, has already

had dangerous, and perhaps disastrous, con-
seguences for American global policies:

1, This failure has permitted—indeed en-
couraged—Russia to get a firm military and
political foothold in the Western Hemisphere,
All Mr. Kennedy’s protests to the contrary,
this is a growing danger to our security. In
the words of Ambassador Adlai Stevenson,
addressing the United Nations on September
21, “The threat (to peace) in Cuba arises
from the extraordinary and unnecessary flood
of Soviet arms and military personnel pour-
ing tnto Cuba,” which “is creating grave
concern, not only in this country, but
throughout the hemisphrere.” (This view,
if it be the correct one, is at total variance
with the view expressed just 1 week earlier
by the President.)

.2, ‘The unchallenged entrance of Soviet

power Into the Western Hemisphere has done |

grave damage to the image of the United
States in Latin America, and consequently
has accelerated the political slip, drift, and
drive to the Communist left in this hemi-
gphere.
USEFULNESS DESTROYED

- 8. Whatever usefulness or validity the his-
toric Monroe Doctrine may have had before
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the invasion, the failure of that invasion and
subsequent events have destroyed them,

The Monroe Doctrine, proclaimed by Presi-
dent James Monroe on December 2, 1823,
warned the European powers that “we should
consider any attempt (on their part) to ex-
tend their system to any portion of this
hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and
safety.”. (It is an irony of history that what
inspired this doctrine was the ‘attempt of
Imperial Russia to penetrate ‘“peacefully”
into the American Northwest.)

Mr. Truman, always willing and ready to
quarrel over old political bones (especially
olid Republican bones), recently said, *We're
tri trouble in Cuba because Ike didn’t have
the guts to enforce the Monroe Doctrine.”
Mr. Eisenhower’s reasons for not implement-

.ing the Monroe Doctrine by use of unilateral

force were (A) that the Monroe Doctrine, as
updated by the Rio pact, required the United
States of America to wait for multilateral or
OAS approval of United States action against
Cuba, and (B) that Russian military power
was not clearly present in Cuba during his
administration.

“By April 1961, Castro was clearly under
the Soviet wing. On the other hand, OAS
approval of U.S. support to an invasion had
not been secured. Nevertheless Mr. Ken-
nedy gave the invasion the go-light. But
when he withdrew U.S. air support at the
last moment, one reason apparently was his
consideration for the multilateral concept of
the Monroe Doctrine.

NEW KENNEDY DOCTRINE

Certainly the Presldent no longer belleves
elther the old unilateral or the new multi-
lateral Monroe Doctrine relevant to the
Cuban situation.

Despite frequent lipservice to the Monroe

.Doctrine, both old and new, the President

(currently using the voice of Senator
HuMPHREY) now wishes to supplant it with
the “Kennedy doctrine.”

What, it may be asked here, is the Ken-
nedy doctrine? An analysis of the President’s
hard-core position on Cuba shows it to be
this:

The United States will not initiate any
military action against a “peaceful” exten-
sion of power in our hemisphere or a “defen-

- 8lve” Soviet military buildup in Cuba, but

1t will consider an “offensive” buildup to be
dangerous to our safety. And, in the event
of an armed attack by satellite Cuba against
the United States or any of its neighbors,
the United States is determined not to wait
for other OAS nations to take action—it will
uhilaterally counterattack the attackers.

THE OLD CONTAINMENT POLICY

-Upon even closer examlnation, this Ken-
nedy doctrine looks quite familiar. And so
it 1s. The Kennedy doctrine proves to be
the 15-year-old Truman-Eisenhower docirine,
designed to contain Soviet Russia in areas
outside the American Hemisphere. The es-
sential feature of that doctrine is, and al-

ways has been, non-aggression while main-
-talning the military capacity to retaliate in

kind against Communist military initiatives.
Its informing principle is the military ‘“‘tit-
for-tat” or “retaliation”—the ultimate *“tit-
for-tat” being, of course, “‘massive retalia-
tion.” The rationale behind the doctrine of
containment was the “realistic” acceptance
of the European satellite states as legitimate
zones of Russian concern and influence.
Stripped of its doubletalk, the Kennedy
doctrine plunks for the application of this

- old Truman-Eisenhower containment doc-

trine to our own hemisphere. Apparently

.50 long as the U.S.S.R. does not use Cubsa

as an offensive base, it 1s now to be con~
sidered as a legltimate zone qf Russian
power.
UNITED STATES IN A TRAP
4, Most serious of all, the flubbing of the
Cuban invasion and the subsequent buildup
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of Castro’s satellite island as a Russian mili-
tary base within easy striking distance of
Guantanamo, Cape Canaveral and the Pan-
ama Canal, have now placed the United
States in a global double bind.

If America should now intervene in Cuba,
it must do’'so at the risk of exposing all its
military bases and positions in Europe, the
Near East and Asia to the threat of Rus-
slan or Communist fAanking attacks. But,
if it does not intervene and should serious
trouble—short of ultimate nuclear war—
begin in Berlin, Turkey, Iran, Laos, Vietham,
Formosa or Korea, the United States now
risks exposing the Western Hemisphere not
only to constant Soviet reconnaissance but
also to flanking attacks from Cuba.

ALTERNATIVES

The United States is how faced with two
dismaying alternatives: To challenge Rus-
slan power in our hemisphere now, at the

-risk of war breaking out on other global

fronts and (unless diplomatic concessions
are made qguickly there) escalating into
World War III; or to sit and wait while
Soviet military power builds up, with the
very real possibility that communism will
take over large areas of Latin America.

It is in this grim global perspective that
the people of this Nation must now debate
the question of whether or not interven-
tion is “required or justified” in Cuba.

In concealing the extent of our present
dilemma from the American people, the
President is denying them the right of a free
people to debate crucial national issues with
all the relevant facts before them.

Short-range political astuteness may in-
dicate the need to play down the size of
the present crisis. But long-range states-
manship solemnly demands that the truth be
told.

What is now at stake in the decision for
intervention or nonintervention in Cuba is
the question not only of American prestige
but of American survival.

If the decision is not to intervene, then
that means the United States accepts the
existence of Soviet military and political
power in the Western Hemisphere.

Postponing the decision to intervene will
not make it any easier. The same arguments
which are used against intervention today
could and would be used when Russia has
control of half a dozen hemisphere coun-
tries.

If the United States deems that Russian
military power in this hemisphere 1s intoler-
able, it would be the part of wisdom to say
so clearly now, and to act accordingly. The
vast majority of the American people, in-
cluding most of the President’s critics and
opponents, will support the President when
he takes action.,

Friend in Greed

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. PAUL G. ROGERS

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, October 1, 1962

Mr. ROGERS of Florida, Mr.
Speaker, the American people, in ever-
growing humbers, demand action against
Russian intervention in this hemisphere.

The Florida press has been particu-
larly alert to this threat at our southern
door—only 90 miles from our own
beaches. Our editors and feature writers
report from the vantage point of close
proximity to the danger, and with the

.



rural and wrban people. You are showing
{the way to work effectively with our State
and Pederal Jovernments in developing and
utilizing our resources for the good of &ll in
the watershed. )

The sound program you have developed
under Public Law 586 1s serving as a guide
in the future development of the large wa-
tersheds, such as the Delaware, the Susque-
hanna, and others in the Commonweaith.
You are paving the way for others to follow.
Large watersheds will only be fully developed
when the resources of smail watersheds have
been nlanned as you have planned for the
Little Schuylkill,

I am proud to say that I was a Member of
the 83d Congress which enacted the Water-
shed Protection and Flood Preventlon Act.
This act enables the local people to develop
their soil and water resources to meet thelr
needs. Under thls act.you can bulld dams
for fiood prevention, you can store water
for recreation, munieipal and industrial pur-
poses, and for fish and wildlife habitat, and
you can improve the soil and water, wood-
land and wildlife, resources for this and fu-
ture generations. )

I belleve you ought to know that Public
Law 568 1s popular in the Nation. Since the
act was passed by the USB. Congress In 1964,
more than 779 projects covering 53 million
acres have been authorized for planning in
the couniry. In these watersheds the US.
Boll Conservatlon Service and the U.8. Forest
Service are working with the local people
in developing their watershed plans.

One of the fine features of this act is the
engineering assistance you receive from the

goil Conservation Service. I know that they -

have worked closely with you In helping
tq develop and carry out this program. In
addition to the flood prevention features, the
act also enables the Soll Conservation Serv-
ice to speed up its masistance to the land-
owners in the watershed in establishing the
much-needed soll and water conservatlon
meagures. :

I want to compliment you for the way
you have coordinated the services of the
Federal and State agencles and local groups
in this project. An example of this is the
cooperation the Pennsylvania Department of
Forests and Waters and the Pennsylvania
Game Commission are grovlrnng in develop-
ing the Locust Creek Dam. You have de-
veloped a conservation team to help solve a
problem which cannot be handled alone,

It is a source of continued pride for me
that we here in Pennsylvanla have recog-
nized the opportunities under the Small
Watershed Act.” Sjixty-three applications
from 33 counties have been submitied for
asslstance in developing thelr watersheds.
Ten projects are now In the operation stage
and many others are being plannéd. Seven-
teen flood preventlon dams have already been
-built, or are under construction, and many
others are now on the drawing board. I am
pleased to say that a number of these will
not only provide flood prevention, but will
be used to store much-needed water for many
uses by the rural and urban people in Penn-
sylvania. '

Another important part of the Small
Watershed Act {s the assistance which is pro-
vided to farmers and landowners for speeging
up the conservation treatment of their land.
I can see evidence of this good work through-
out this area. The many strip-crépped fleids,
ponds, tree planting, and terraces that can
be seen on the land are evidence that the
poil conservation districts in our congres-
sional district of Northumberland, Schuylkill,
and Berks Countles are oh the job, I want
$o0 compliment the directors of these districts
for their good work in promoting sound land
use. : )

I am convinced that the watershed igrotec-
tlon and flood preventlon program offers an
orderly and democratic way for developing
our natural resources. Working together

‘us here in Schuylkill County.

as a team, the farmer and his city cousin can

develop a program which wiil control eroslon,
conserve water, improve wildlife, and prevent
fioods. To the farmer, this program’ offers
conservation and better land use; to indus-
tries and communities, it offers a gredt deal
more flood preventlon and an "abundant
water supply; to the sporisinan, it offers bet-
ter hunting and fishing. It offers something
to all in the Little Schuylkill River water-
shed.

In these times we are hearing a great deal
about under-employment, depressed areas,
and under-development. In many’ areas
there are also water problems which are add-
ing to our difficulties. With the rapid in-
crease In population. we can expect all of
these problems to become even more acute.

One of the solutions, I feel sure, lles in
the sound development and proper use of our
natural resources. This is a challenge we
must accept. The Small Watershed Act pro-
vides us with the tools to meet thia challenge.
1 am pleased that you here in the Little
Schuylkill have taken up these tools, for this
program offers a real opportunity to make
the Little Schuylkill River watershed a bet-
ter place for industry, for business, for the
community, for all of us. ’

Once again, please accept my congratula-
tions for your efforts in promoting this good
work. ’

REMARKS BY BENJAMIN BoLT?, CHAIRMAN,
SCHUYLREILL COUNTY BOARD OF COMMIS-
SBIONERS

This is a memorable occaslon for all of
I am de-
lighted to see thls second dam comipleted.
It is a real pleasure to join with you today
{n this dedication. )

Many of you here today have devoted a
%x:at deal of time and effort to this program.

e continued asslstance of the UK. Boll
Conservation Service, the department of
forests and waters, the local soll cohserva-
tion district, and many agencles and groups,
has been most helpful. On behalf of the
board of county commIissloners please accept
our thanks and sincere appreciation for all
you have done In this watershed.

As you know, only last year we dedicated
a dam on the Hosensock Branch of this
river. Today we are dedicating this second
dam and we are looking forward to the time
the entire project will be completed.

We, In Bchuylkill County, are placing a
great deal of faith in this program. We are
hoplng it will stop the damaging floods of
the past. The project holds promise of In-
creasing our recreational facilitles. We are
hopeful, foc, that this program will improve
the economic condltions of the area. It has
been several years since we tackled the huge
job of planning this 87,000-acre watershed.
T belleve you will agree that we have made
some solld accompllshments. The results
are beginning to show. .

T am happy to report to you that only last
week ground was broken for a much larger
dam In this project. The dam is being built
above Tamagua on Locust Creek. A large
permanent lake will be created and adjoining
the lake will be a State park. All of this wiil
have a healthy effect on the economy of our
county. . ‘ )

The county commlssioners have long rec-
ognlzed the Importance of managing our
natural resoutces. We fe¢l that the Small
Watershed Act provides an ideal way to
complete thls job in the Little Schuylkiil.
Tou can be assured that we will continue to
encourage the accomplishment of this entire
program as rapldly as possible. o

This watershed work is a new experlence
for all of us here in the county. Many people
have given a great deal of time and a lot of
energy. We have had some minor difficuliles
but through the hard work and cooperation
of many peopls and groups, we have been
able to solve them.
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T belleve that we will gdvance even more
rapidly In accomplishing the remaining part
of the work plan as more and more people
can ses the direct benefits of the total proj-
ect! In addition to these dams, a great deal
of progress 18 being made on the land.

Qur farmers and landowners in the water-
shed are doing something about stopping
erosion and managing thelr water through
sound conservation practices. I can tell you
that we have had excellent cooperation from
the farm and city people alike in this pro-
gram. This fine cooperation makes it gratl-
fying and gives the county commissioners a
great deal of encouragement to see the proj-
ect through to a successful conclusion.

On behalf of the county commissioners, I
accept this dam and agree to maintaln it so
that it will fulfill the purpose for which it
was designed.

Again, please accept our appreclation for
all you have done in helping to make the
Little Schuylkill River watershed a better
place in which to live.

Congress Eliminates Back-Door Spending

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. THOMAS M. PELLY

OF WASHINGTON .
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, October 2, 1962

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, the efforts
of many of us who have actively worked
during this session of Congress to elimi-
nate back-door spending have been such
a5 to invite notice in the press. The
October 9, 1962, issue of the Washington
World included an article entitled “Con-
gress Eliminates Back-Door Spending.”

Under leave to include extraneous
matter with my remarks I offer for print-
ing at this point an excerpt of this
article:

CONGRESS ELIMINATES BAcCK-DoOOR SPENDING

A little-noticed but major accomplishment
of the present session of Congress was the
almost complete elimination of back-door
spending.

Under pressure from determined Members
of Congress, President Kennedy's adminis-
tration decided as a matter of policy this year
not to request any new programs of back-
door spending.

As a result, the amount was cut from the
first sesslon’s record-shattering $10.6 billion
to almost nothing this year,

ALLOWS AGENCY BORROWING DIRECTLY FROM
TREASURY

Back-door spending sllows an agency of
the Federal Government to borrow funds
directly from the Treasury, thus bypassing
the normal appropriations scrutiny of Con-
gress.

Although the final amount of Treasury
borrowing has not been complled this year,
Appropriations Committee sources say the
sum is inconsequential—and that Congress
has finally slammed the door-—this session,
at least—to that type of spending.

As Congress rumbled to a close, a commlit-
tee spokesman said this session saw only
#400 million through the back-door route.

The biggest back-door item of the first
session was the New Frontler's $8.8 billlon
housing bill, When this and a request for
#0.1 billion In mutual security funds for 5
years were presented to Congress, Repub-
licans ralgsed a howl.

Congress approved many Treasury-fi-

nanced programs but administration strate-
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Wise of grade 7. Julla Steel and Diane Mar-
=in, seventh graders, received honorable
mnentions,

Mrs, Acheson presented Katharine Gres-
ham, grade 12, with the History Award for
her aptitude and achievement in that field.

Equally important are those awards which
thonor girls in their roles as fine citizens of
khe cathedral community. The school col-
ors, symbolizing leadership, loyalty, and con-
sideration, were “given to those girls in the
mixth grade who best exemplified these gqual-
-ities: Lynn Battle, Catherine Cooper, Carole
Mast, Perrin Moorhead, Julie Myers, and
"Edith Price.

Honors of the household, awards to those
who contribute to the happiness and well-
“being of the residence, were last year pre=
sented to Shahla Khosrovshahi, Fan Staun-
ton, Nancy Stead, and Mason Winn,

All the aforementioned awards are pre-
sented to girls whose achleveinents are
measured and determined by the faculty.
Their highest award, the Faculty Ciltizenship
Award, is given to that senior who In their
estimation has contributed most to the well
ordering of the community and the pleas=
antness and congenlality of the group. Last
year that award went to Fan Staunton.

The Helen Harker Award, on the other
hand, ls one which is voted by the senior
class to the girl who in their estimation
best typifies the ideals of NCS, Last year
faculty and seniors agreed, for Fan Staun-
ton received that award also.

High academic standings throughout the
year are recoghlzed on the honor roll.

Whatever the ideals and aims may be of
students and citlzens, and whoever rewards
them for their efforts, be 1t faculty, students,
or themselves in individual gratification,
may the flag, which has produced a pros-
perous and wealthy Nation, produce intel-
ligent and conscientious students and clti-
zens always.

Epitaph of an l‘sland‘

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

'HON. STANLEY R. TUPPER

OF MAINE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, October 3, 1962

Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I thought
some of the Members of the House of

Representatives with remote island com-

munities in their districts would be in-
terested in an article appearing in the
Lincoln County News, September 13,
-1962, by Richard Tukey, entitled “Epi-
taph of an Tsland.”

It is sad to see families move from
homes built in many cases by their
grandparents. Mr. Tukey has vividly
described the exodus on one such island.

EPITAPH OF AN ISLAND *
(By Richard Tukey)

Loud’s Islahders have roots that go back
312 years, This year, 1962, those roots will
be torn up. This winter the gales and snow
will howl around empty houses. The island
will be by itself. Only the lonesome cries
of the gulls will break this silence. The is-
land inhabitants will all be on the “main,”
absorbed into the villages in Lincoln County,
scattered about so the close ties built up
over many years will be severed or loosened.
The children will attend mainland schools
and eventually, probably marry mainlind
people. Few if any will ever go back to live
where they were born. The island will die.
The names of Poland, Carter, Gifford, Prior,
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Teele, Loud, Elwell, Collamore ahd Garland
will still be there but only on the tomhstones
in the little lsland Graveyard.

1oud’s Island has been bypassed by the
modern age but time caught up with it in
the form of a falling population until this
year when the State closed its grade school
as there would be only about four children
attending. The parents were put in the posl-
tlon of transporting the children across &
mile of open ocean through winter gales
and blizzards and landing them on the
northern point at Round Pond as the harbor
icelocks, or moving off to the mainland. Not
wanting to risk the weather durlng long

- Maine winters they sadly are making ready

to move this fall.

The history of the island Is closely tied
to the early history of the United States.
Samoset, chief of the powerful and proud
Wawenock Indians, made his home here
and is sald to be buried in the burying
ground on the north end of the island.
Alexander Gould came to the island in 1650
and was the first white man to settle and
build. Over the ensuing years other people
followed him as the islands were the safest
places from the wild slaughters of the French
and Indian wars that decimated this part
of the Maine coast. The people on the island
had a grand stand view of the naval battle
between the Boxer and the Enterprise which
was fought off Pemaquid Polnt, Lemard
Poland of Loud’s Island enlisted in the
Continental Army at the age of 14, fought
at the Battle of Bunker Hill, was at Valley
Forge, and returned to live out his life and
be buried on the island.

During the Clvil War Bristol tried to draft
9 men out of a possible 45 to serve in the
army. The islanders objected and drove the
draft officer from the island. The State
government ruled Bristol had no right to
draft men from the island, so the islanders
set up their own draft. They all bought sub-~
stitutes, no man from the island serve in
the Civil War. They felt they had been
wrongéd by the town of Bristol so refused to
pay taxes there, saying, “We are willing to
help the United States of Ameriea, but we
refuse to help Bristol” Life went on, the
islanders fishing and farming for their liv-
ing. The population slowly increased so that
in the Census of 1906 the population had
reached a total of 118. This seems to be the
high tide in the affairs of the island. They
had a church, a school and good living.
Some of the islanders served with the AEF in
France during World War I. Remember the
song, “How you going to keep them down on
the farm after they've seen Paree”? Some of
them never went back to the island. The
population slowly started to decrease, the
younger people marrying off the island and
moving off. :

In World War II, islanders joined the

.Armed Forces, worked in shipyards, in gen-

eral went right with the war effort. Some of
them came back—wounded. One with a
leg gone, lost in Italy; one boy was killed
in Germany. His body was returned after
the war and he now lies buried on his island
home. Population new fell off at an in-
creasing pace. Some just came onto the
island symmers to catch the good fishing,
then moved to the “main” in the fall. In
1057 the islanders only numbered about 40
year-round inhabitants. The school popula-
tion had dropped to 8. The trend was critical,
The State hinted of ¢losing the school. The
islanders could see the handwriting on the
wall, the island was dying. .

The year 1961 was the declsive year, six
children in school, three graduated, leaving
just three if the school opened in the fall.
The State decided to close it. In June, Car-
roll Ellsmore, the single teacher, held the
last little graduation exercise, then sadly
locked the door on the last of the island
children. The end had come. The parents
must move to the mainland to give thelr
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children grade school and high school edu-
cation. Older people without children, sud-
denly realized they would be alone, only
about 10 of them on the island. They
couldn’t bear the thought of all the empty
houses, no children’s voices laughing and
shouting as they slid down school house hill
coming from school in winter. All they
would hear would be the crashing of ocean
waves on the rocky shores, the storm cries
of the gulls, the wild wailing of the winter
gales, So they are moving also. When you
talk to them about it they seem to know that
it is uniikely the young people will ever go
back to live there. The old family homes
dating from before Revolutionary War days
wiil eventually stand vacant. The paths and
roads will be overgrown. The spruce and ‘firs
will take over in the fields. Slowly but surely
nature will take back what man had wrested
from her.

There is an old saying, “That which dies
will llve again in a different form.” If out
of staters discover Loud’s Island, its remote-
ness, yet 1ts accessibility, it may become a
thriving summer colony. It's up to the na-
tives. In the past they have been reluctant
to sell land to off islanders. The situation
now may change. There is a new wharf at
Little Harbor on the north end. A good deep
water anchorage at March Island Harbor.
Muscongus Bay is a fascinating boatman’s
paradise with dozens of uninhabited islands
to explore with all of eastern Malne waters
opening from it. Time will tell if the 1s-
land may only sleep for awhile or really come
awake wlth a thriving summer population.

We hope the old houses are not left to go
to rack and ruln, disturbed only by vandals
that are attracted by thelr emptiness.

/Debacle Haunts

E NSION OF REMARKS

HON. EDGAR W. HIESTAND

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 3, 1962

Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Speaker, no
matter how much the administration
has tried to “sweep under the rug” the
horrible Cuban debacle, it continues and
will continue to haunt us. Not even a
manufactured crisis in Berlin could hide
it.
George Todf, an able writer for the
Los Angeles Herald-Examiner of Sun-
day, September 30, poinfs it up most
capably. I ask unanimous consent his
column be inserted into the RECORD:
GEORGE TopT’s OPINION—A GAME FOR EXPERTS

“In all the world’s history there has never
peen a more ill-conceived, misplanned, and
pitifully executed military abortion than our
Cuban invasion of April 17, 1961 * * * Bay
of Pigs debacle.”

(Representative JOEN R. PILLION, Republi-
can, of New York—CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
p. 18865, Sept. 19, 1962.)

Exactly who and what was to blame for
the Incompetent comic opera type of military
fiasco which failed us at the Bay of Pigs a
year and a half ago in Cuba?

Had this simple action been completed
successfully, we would not have the threat of
Soviet IRBM (intermediate range) rockets
hanging over us today.

At least not from the Caribbean area, fast
becoming a new Red Sea. ’

We may recall that at the time this in-
credible inept invasion disaster befell us—
due mainly to our refusal at the 11th hour
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to provide adeguate air cover—President
Kennedy manfully took the blame.

It also may be recplied that many of us

ﬁ:tincuvely adﬁired,hlmm.hu loyalty to

underlings taking full responsibility
for what was belleved to be their obvicus
lack of military experience and competence,

What is not generally known to the pub-
lic is that many of JF.K.'s chief architects of
cold war policy are men devold of any mil{-
tary experience whatsoever. .

Big guns ke Dr. Walt Whitman Rostow,
Sepator J, Winwilam FuLeRiGHT and Adlal
Stevenson—who served only 10 days in the
Qreat Lakes Coast Guard before accepting a
World War II plush job In Was .

These men and their ADA liberal cligue
Wwho sneer at our highly efficlent mllitary of-
ficers as being unfit to understand thelr
version of the fight for survival we are in to-
day, had their hands in-our unnecessary de-
feat al the Bay of Piga.

4As former President Truman has said, "If
Yyou can’t stand the heat, stay out of the
kitchen.” .o .

Inexperienced men in military affaire ought
1o stay out of our military kitchen—and
thereby not goof up legitimate war plans,

When we were at war with the Nazis of
Adolph Hitler 20 years ago, the military ex-
perts called the shots. Which was fortunate
for ua. We won the war,

Now In our even more deadly war with
the Communist international conspiracy, the
tuns largely is being called by Rostow, Stev-
enson, and Fulbright.

No wonder we are losing on every front.

Today Cuba is a Red saber whose cuiting
edge is almed at the jugular veln of the
Unlted States.

For the best account of how we got in
the present fix we are in—with the Soviet
armed force just 50 miles away—read the
real inside story,

It is titled “Eennedy’s Fateful Declsion:
The Night the Reds Clinched Cuba” On
pages 4142 of the September 17 issue of
“UB, News & World Report.” .

This atory reads wel] to me and seems
correct In every detail, | .
pctually, 1t holds the Presldent fully re-

Res anyone imagine’ %.bis will not become
issue?, ‘

e Need for a Faxeigi: i:rvice Academy
ehi-oiatal , .

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
B ' ot \‘ ‘ Pr”‘ B N
HON. PETER W. RODINO, JR.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, October 2, 1962

Mr. RODINO. Mr. Speaker, I have
Just retwrned from the Disarmament
Conference at Geneva, and as I ponder
over this sobering experience I am re-
minded once again of the tremendous
demands which the struggle for interna-
tional supremacy makes on the Ameri-
can people and their leaders. The fu-
ture of our country and the free world
rests on many factors, none of which
s more crucial than the quality of our
representatives abroad. We find it easy
to understand the need for allocating
billions of dollars for defense, but tend
to forget that success in foreign policy
rests not only on the power of our mili-
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tary security, but also on the skill of our
diplomats. For this reason several
Members of Congress have become con-
vinced that the best defense of Ameri-
ca’s interests abroad requires a national
Forelgn Service Academy, comparable to
the splendid military academies at West
Point, Annapolis, and Colorado Springs.

I have introduced a bill--H.R. 1079—
providing for the establishment of a U.S.
Foreign Service Academy, to be super-
vised by the Secretary of State. Stu-
dents at the Academy would recelve an
undergraduate education, leading to the
degree of bachelor of arts, with a liberal
arts program suitably designed to pre-
pare them to serve their country abroad.
Living quarters and a subsistence allow-
ance would be provided by the Academy.
Once the first class had graduated, pref-
erence in the original appointments of
permanent officers of the Foreign Serv-
ice would be given to graduates of the
Academy,

The school established under this bill
would have several advantages over our
present system of selecting junior For-
eign Service officers. . . .

First, It would result in our sending
better trained representatives to foreign
countries. A Forelgn Service Academy
should serve as a unique focal point for
the study of forelgn areas, forelgn lan-
guages, politics, economics, and history.
Enjoying facilities comparable to those
of the military academies, it would un-
dertake a level of instruction which can
not be expected from private Institutions
or existing Government agencles,

Sccond, the Academy would provide a
much broader opportunity for American
young people interested in serving their
country abroad. It would open the doors
to young men and women who are unable
to secure the necessary training by virtue
of their financial circumstances. At the
same time, the very existence of a For-
elgn Service Academy would stimulate
interest in service abroad. and bring
home the message to young Americans
that our future as a natlon rests on dip-
lomatle skill as well as military strength.

“More important, }t would put training
and recruitment of Foreign Service of-
ficers on a professional basis, We have
seen in the military acadamies that the
experience of a 4-year program, with
students of common interests lving to-
gether. results in a spirit and dedication
that can only operate to the benefit of
our country. .

Recent events on the infernational
stene, and the growing concern of all
Americans over the overwhelming re-
sponsibilities facing our country in the
coming years make it imperative that we
take immediate constructive steps to in-
sure proper training for the men and
women on whom we must depend to
combat communism all over the world.
To say this is not to denigrate the
achievements of our diplomats, who have
established records of service of which
we may all be proud. But in the light
of the overwhelming problems which face
our country around the world, our pro-
cedure for selecting diplomats is too hap-
hazard to do the job. We owe It to our
future as a nation to bolster our supply

of trained, knowledgeable beople to un-
T .
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derstand the full implications of the
world around us and how to deal with it.

A U.8. Foreign Service Academy would
demonstrate to the world that America
}s determined to meet the challenge be-
ore us,

Kennedys Trample Due Process

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. WILLIAM M. TUCK

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 3, 1962

Mr. TUCK. Mr. Speaker, under leave
to extend my remarks in the REecorp, I
include the complete text of an editorial
which appeared in the Register, Dan-
ville, ¥a., on October 2, 1962. The edi-
tor, in a capable and forceful manner,
has pointed out wherein the President
and the Attorney General in sending
Federal marshals and troops to Oxford,
Miss., failed to comply with the consti-
tutional provision relating to due process.

The unwise and impetuous action on
the part of the Chief Executive and the
Attorney General resulted in a tragic
situation which could have been avoided
had the rights of the sovereign State of
Mississippi been recognized and honored,

Until the arrival of the Federal agents
and troops there had been no violence
of any sort at Oxford, Miss.,, and the
unfortunate events which followed were
brecipitated by them. The display of
brutal power by the executive depart-
ment was-evidenced by the performance
of a trigger-happy U.S. marshal who
lobbed & tear gas shell which set off a
chain of events resulting in bloodshed
and violence, the onus for which will
forever be on those responsible for this
tragedy. Truly, “they have sown the
wind, and they shall reap the whirl-
wind.” -

The text of the editorial is as fol-
lows:

[From the Danville (Va.) Register, Oct. 2,
1962]
KENNEDYS TRAMPLE DUE PROCESS

Both the President and the Attorney Gen-
eral are misleading the people when they
talk about not using force in Mississippi

until, as the President said in his Sunday

night speech (the court) “made clear the
fagt that the enforcement of its orders had
become the obligation of the U.S. Govern-
ment,”

The Meredith case had not reached that
point.

When the Governor of Mississippl, acting
in his official capacity, declined to enroll
Meredith as a student at the State univer-
sity, the Fifth U.S. District Court cited
Gov. Ross Barnett for contempt of court.
It gave him until Tuesday at 11 am. to
purge himself of contempt.

Attorney General Kennedy, acting in con-
sort with his brother, the President, sent
U.S. marshals into Oxford, the small north-
ern Mississippi university town, and he con-
centrated troops at Memphis, just across the
State line in Tennessee.

Netther Bobby Kennedy nor President
John F. Kennedy permitted due process to
run its course. They couldn’t walt to crush
Mississippians and due process in a single
action,
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rolled - in 1 or more of the 30 different
couirses In electronics and other new elec-
trical techniques.

Management must realize that there is
more to aufomation than just installing
new machines. They need to recognize that
the changes ahead must be plahned with
care for the worker. The ingenuity that
goes into solving business problems should
®be applied to the problems of social ad-
justments.

During the industrial revolution, manage-
ment shrugged off its social responsibility,
with an ‘‘everything will take care of itself”
attitude. The resulting unrest among labor-
ing people produced a fertile atmosphere

- for the theories of Karl Marx, which have had
much to do with the shape of our world,
whether we like it or not. .

The new automation revolution 1s going
on now. The question before all of us is:
Are we golng to lead the way Into the new
world of automation—or must we be dragged
into 1t? -

Secretary of State Rusk’s News Comments
on Cuba '

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. HUBERT H. HUMPHREY
| OF MINNESOTA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, October 3, 1962

Myr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President,
Secretary of State Dean Rusk has per-
formed a valuable service in appearing
on nationwide television to discuss the
policies of the United States with regard
to Cuba. Mr. Rusk appeared on Howard
K. Smith’s “News and Comment” pro-
gram Sunday, September 30. His com-
ments will, I am sure, create a better

understanding among us of the situation’

which presently exists in Cuba. I com-
mend the Secretary’s remarks to the
Congress and to the public in general
and ask unanimous consent thai they
be printed in the Appendix of the
RECORD. L

There being no objection, the com-
ments were ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

Mr. Joun Scarl. Mr. Secretary, in the past
we have said that the arms buildup in
Cuba is defensive even though Castro has
been supplied with missiles. Is it possible
now that Russia’s plan to build a so-called
fishing port tips the balance from a defensive
to an offensive buildup?

Secretary RuUsk. Well, those announce-
ments have to do with action to bhe taken
In the future. We will' be watching that

very carefully and closely indeed, and we

will make a judgment when we see what in
fact actually happens. Now, I don’t think
that we ought to play with words on this
question of defensive and offensive weapons.
Any weapon is offensive if you are on the
wrong end of it, But the configuration of
the military forces in Cuba is a configura-
tion of defensive capability. What we are
eoncerned about is the development of any
significant offensive’ capability against
Cuba’s nelghbors in the Caribbean, or against
this country, and we are keeping a very close
watch indeed on just that point. We have
very great power In that area, and the Pres~
ident has made it very clear that whatever
arms are in Cuba will stay in Cuba, and that
there will be no effort by Castro to move
these arms into other countries,

Question. Mr. Secretary, how will the
Government be able to make a judgment

of when the arms buildup shifts from a de-
fenslve to an offensive status?

Answer, Well, that would be a matter of
detail, affirmation, and judgment based upon
all the military views available, and that
would be done with our own military ad-
visers taking a full part in an assessment
of capabilities. ’

Question. How would you evaluate the
Soviet arms build-up in Cuba in terms of the
total Soviet cold war strategy?

Answer. Oh, I think that the Soviets have
had to face the fact that this regime in Cuba

has been getting into very serious troublé

indeed on the island.. Foodstuffs are in very
short supply, production has dropped off se-
verely, there has been undoubtedly a sense
of uneasiness and alarm on the part of the
rulers there. They have called, for example,
for a considerable number of what seemed
to have to be phony alerts. I think they
may be frying to draw attention away from
some of the problems that they are having
on the Island. I think that the Cuban situ-
ation is certainly becoming very expensive
indeed for the bloc to shore up the failures
there; but it is also a very serlous problem
for us and has to be treated as such.

Question. Mr. = Secretary, which is the
greatest danger to the United States, the po-
tential alienating of much of world opinion
by taking firm action against Cuba, or the
potential loss of prestige and respect for per~
mitting Russia to outflank us and build a
base for subversion next door to us?

Answer. Well, I think neither one of those
is 2 full basis for deciding what action is
right and wise and necessary in a given situ-
ation. It I1s clear that the power of the
United States is such that you could put
armed forces ashore in Cuba, but that means
a lot of casualties and it means a lot of

‘Cuban casualties, it means bloodshed. And

if we could find an answer without that, we
should try to doso.

But the question of prestige is primarily a
question of solidarity in this hemisphere. I
think that general world opinion is much
less interested in Cuba than we are here,
for quite understandable reasons. And we
have seen here in this hemisphere and are
seeing a rapldly growing solidarity with re-
spect to Cuba. The Communists’ voices in
the hemisphere have become more vocal,
But on the other hand, the Castro reglme has
been losing the sympathy of what might be
called the democratic left. It is quite clear
that the moderates and conservatives
throughout the hemisphere.are losing their
complacency about Castroism and are- be-
coming more and more active and concerned
about it. There has been a dramatic change
since the Costa Rica conference of 1960, re-
flected in the Punta del Este conference in
January of this year, and that movement of
both peoples and governments in this hemi-
sphere continues. And I am now talking to
foreign ministers here in New York, and we
will be talking to them next week to see
what further steps we ought to take in the
situation.

Question. Mr, Secretary, in this coming

~week of. course you will have the so-called

informal meeting with the inter-American
foreign ministers. Could you tell us why
this meeting is an informal one and not a
formal one?

Answer. Well, the principal reason is to
have a chance to meet as quickly as possible
and without all of the problems that are
concerned in convening a formal meeting
under the Organization of the OAS Charter
and encounter many of the other guestions
that exist there among the different mem-~
bers of the hemisphere. The foreign min-
isters were gathering heré for the United
Nations General Assembly. We thought that
we ought to take advantage of that fact to
meetb Just as informally as possible. It is not
8 meetlng which can in fact take decisions
under the charter of the OAS because 1t is
80 very informal, but I already know from

s
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my own talks here in preparation for that
meeting that it will be a very profitable and
worthwhile meeting. '

Question. Mr. Secretary, in the past you
have put a great premium on the desirability
of unity within the inter-American family.
Unhappily, several Latin American countries
have dragged their feet on taking effective
action against Castro. Is it possible that at
this informal meeting you will come up
with some sort of plan whereby the nations
most immediately threatened by Castroism
in the Central American and Caribbean area
might join with thé United States in some
kind of tougher action?

Answer., Well, that was already anticipated
in the Punta del Este Conference in Janu-
ary. One of the resolutions that was passed,
I think by a 17-vote majority, did provide
for joint actions by groups within the hemi-
sphere to deal with this specific question if
necessary. We will of course continue not
only our consultation with the other coun-
tries within the Caribbean area, but we will
continue our close cooperative work with
them on matters of common security in-
terest—for example, on surveillance in the
Caribbean, in being sure that there is no
illicit arms traffic in the Caribbean area com-
ing out of Cuba, and a variety of other ac-
tions which are being taken hehind the
scenes with the full cooperation of the gov
ernments in that area. :

Question. Mr, Secretary, on another polnt,
we find that many of the Cuban exile organi-
zations in the United States are complaining
rather bitterly in some cases against the re-
strictions being put on them by the Ameri-
can Government. Many of them have all
sort of plans for returning to the homeland.
Why aren’t we supporting some of these exile
organizations in the United States in allow-
ing them more freedom?

Answer, Well, we have, as you know, been
giving considerable support.to the refugees
as such.

Question. Right.

Answer. Now, as happens so frequently
with refugees or exile organizations, there
Is very little unity among them. There is a
contest for influence., They find it difficult
to work together. This is the principal prob-
lem insofar as any single organization is con-
cerned. Also I think it has to be borne in
mind that there are anti-Castro people on
the island of Cuba who need to be recog-
nized as having a real stake and part in this
whole problem. So that I realize that there
are certain groups or certain committees
that feel that they ought to be a chosen in-
strument. of some sort. But the.great prob-
lem and the great need is for all non-Castro
Cubans to get together as closely as possible
in a great unity of purpose to restore Cuba
to the democratic life of the Western Hemi-
sphere.

Question, Mr. Secretary, you have men-
tioned the anti-Castro underground in Cuba,
which we know exists. There are also many
people who say that we should take a more
active role in supporting this anti-Castro
underground, perhaps by supplying them,
weapons and giving them encouragement
through other means. What do you say to
to this?

Answer. Well, I obviously can't get seri-
ously into that gquestion. The anti-Castro
elements in Cuba do know that they have
the encouragement and support of everyone
in this hemisphere who is opposed to Castro-
Ism, but I think that this is the sort of
thing or question I can’t really get into.

Question, Is it our information, sir, that
considerable anti-Castro sentiment exists in
Cuba?

Answer. I think that that is very definitely
our impression and that this is growing, be-
cause of the ruthlessness of the regime and
the great severity of the regime on the people
and their economy and their traditional way
of life. I think we know that the Castro
regime has great organized support. It has

.
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the accoutrements of a police state, but it

8180 has underneath it what hes happened in
80 niany dictatorships of that sort—deep re-
sentment on the part of the people them-
gelves.

Question. Mr. Secretary, the Republicans

on Capitol Hill seem to be making quite an’

issue of the administration palicy on Cuba.
Now, granted that both Republicans and
Democrats have united behind this sipgle
resolution supporting the Presldent, do you
think that many of the Republican demands
which may come up during the election are
really politieal in nature?
- Answer. Well, I think that in the present
campaign that candidates of both partles are
going to be and should be talking about
Cuba with the people in their constituen-
cles. I do not believe that except for an
occasional Instance that this debate can
take on a straight partisan Iine, Cuba has
been a problem for two administrations. It
tll an unsolved problem. And In my dis-
ons with the comml{tees and the lead-
in our Congress, I find that the Demo-
s and the Republicans are equally con-
hed about the problem and that they are
pily concerned aboul flnding the right
wise course of action under ali the cir-
Estances. .
‘have a national problem here In front
, and I think vigorous debate is to be
i, and §s in any event unavoidable, but
& would hope that what Is necessarily a na-
tional problem does not break itself up into
alleged partisan points of view, because I feel
and know that the leadership of both partles
are deeply concerned—concerned that no
satisfactory answer has yet been found and
that the penetration of this heinlsphere by
Castro communism Is something which can-
not be accepted in the hemisphere and by
the United States. . .

Question. Mr. Secretary, in discussing Cuba
wtih some of the forelgn ministers here, I
know that you have heard the view expressed
by some that Cuba 18 a Unlied States prob-
lem. Do you agree that thls Is a strictly
U.S. problem? '

Answer. Well, it is In _the first instance a
major problem for this hemisphere because
of the commitments of the hemisphere under
its treaties and charters and In those com-
mitments the United States plays a very
important role. It i a problem for us be-
cause 1t is a problem In thé hemisphere as
well. It would be a problem for us had we
not had the hemisphere organizations. But
it 1s here. But it is also a part of a world-
wide struggle for freedom. It Is involved In
& worldwide confrontation between the Com-
munist bloc and the free world, and there-
fore it is one of those problems which Is
of concern to all the free world hecause this
struggle is relentless and unending in every
continent, and no one can be, I think, dis-
regardful of it. )

Question. Mr. Secretary, since this is part
of a worldwide Communist plot, could we
not soon be approached with a deal to shut
down some of our bases overseas in return
for which Russla would close down her base
in Cuba? )

Answer. This {8 not a negotlable point.
This would not be a way to meet this struggle
for freedom. You canngt sypport freedom
in one place by surrendering freedom in an-
other. In any event, we have special com-
mitments here in this hemisphere under our
hemisphere charters, and we cannot con-
nect in negotiations or in trade the problem
of Cuba with the defense of freedom ln other
places. No. This is noton.

Question. This would also apply to any
effort to Iink Cuba, say, with Berlin?

Answer. Exactly. )

Q;xestion. Mr, Secretary, are you a baseball
fan

Answer. Yes. I have been for many years.

Questlon. Do you keep close tab on what
the lowly Washington Benators are dolng?

I
|
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Answer. Well, some of my frfends think
that T am a man of little conscience be-
cause I am automatically a hometown fan.
I was a New York Yankee fan for many years.
and now I am a Washington Senator fan. It
hasn't given me too much to cheer about this
season, but nevertheless it is a good ball club
and I have enjoyed following them.

Question. Do you have any hope that next
year it wlll wind up any better?

Answer. Well, when you wind up in the
cellar, you always say “Walt until next year.”

Mr, Scarr. Thank you very much, Mr. Sec-
retary.

Udall Welcomed in Alaska

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. E. L. BARTLETT

OF ALASKA .
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Wednesday, October 3, 1962

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. President, Sec-
retary of the Interior Stewart L. Udall
made his first trip to Alaska last week.
It was tremendously successful. The
Secretary's keen and demonstrated in-
terest in Alaska’s development; his
pleasing personality; his willingness to
meet as many people as possible; his
grasp of Alaska’s problems, combined to
win him a warm welcome in the 49th
State. Alaskans liked Secretary Udall
This was well exemplified b{{the edi-

torial, entitled “Come Again, Mr. Secre-
tary,” printed in the Fairbanks Dally
News-Miner for October 1, I ask
unanimous consent that the editorial be
printed in the Appendix of the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows: o

CoME AGAIN, MR. SECRETARY

Becretary of the Interlor Stewart L. Udall
made a good impression during his first visit
to Falrbanks last week. Encouraging to
Alaskans was his obvious interest in the
development ahead for our largest State.

Because the Secretary of the Interior con-
trols a vast area in Alaskn—the majority
of our 588400 square mliles—his interest
is vital to our future. While we now have
voting Representatives in Washington, and
an elected Governor in Juneau, a large part
of Alaska’s future is either directly under
Becretary Udall’s jurlsdiction or dependent
upon policy decisions which are his respon-
aibility.

Rules under which Alaska’s resources,
above and below the ground and in the seas,
can be developed hinge upon Secretary
Udall's judgment: Most of Alaska’s wildlife
and fisherles are controlled by his office; his
Geological Burvey and Bureau of Land Man-
agement, with the Bureau of Mines estab-
lish the rules and conditions under which
minerals and petroleum can be developed.

Land allotted our State under the enabl-
ing act can be turned over to the State no
faster than it can be accurately designated
by Department of the Interior agencles.

The Bureau of Indian Affairs governs al-
most every facet of the daily lives of the
majority of Alaska’s native population.

The Secretary of the Interlor controis the
many Federal wildiife ranges, natlonal parks,
and natlonal monument areas in our State—
which Include spectacular examples of
nature’s beauty unmatched elsewhere around
the globe. Here lle attractions for visitors
{and for Alaskans as well) which are proving
an Increasingly Important econotnic factor as
Alaska's fame as & majJor American vacation-

. cot

Octobé’r 5

Innd increzses. Facilities to accommodate
visitors are in most part woefully inadequate
oi nonexistent in or adjacent to these areas.
Needed facilities for Americans to enjoy the
wonders of this national heritage will be
provided largely upon recommendation of the
Secretary’s office. ’

Even access to one of our major visitor
attractions—majestic Mount McKinléy and
nature’s unsurpassed wonders In the sur-
rounding park—is largely controlled by Sec-
retary Udall’s Department: The Alaska Rail-
toad transports the majorlty who visit
McKinley, and is the only rallroad operated
by our Federal Government.

Secretary Udall's comments here clearly
indicated his acute perception of the value
of Alaska's natural wonders to this and fu-
ture generations.

Equally important, he appears fully aware
of practical aspects of wise development of
natural resources compatible with prudent
trusteeship of primeval areas, 50 that future
generations may’ enjoy nature’s wonders
largely in the form left by our Creator.

The Secretary’s remarks on the bencfits
which will accrue from harnessing the Yu-
kon at Rampart to make continuing low-cost
power avallable and simultaneously make
adeguate provision for the surrounding wild-
life area illustrated what appears to us to be
wise and considered judgment.

His comparison of Alaska with Russia's
Siberia (which he recently visited) was
something of a shock: Secretary Udall
brought home to us that the Soviets are far,
far ahead of us in development of the North
Country—and the Russian developments are
centered around the huge hydroelectiric
power projects more than comparable to the
5-million kilowatt Rampart dam, which will
be America’s largest,

Not only are the Russlans already building
a huge ‘‘Siberlan Rampart’-~they are also
actively making plans for construction of a
20-million kilowatt dam much farther nogth.
This huge installation, four times the size of
Rampart. will be built near the mouth of
the Lena River, several hundred mlles north

-of Alaska's northern tip at Polnt Barrow.

Those who question that construction of
Rampart {8 not practical would do well to
look at Russia’s activities.

Secretary Udall stated, “We are in a power
race with the Sovlets.” While not making
any flat statements endorsing feasibility of
our Rampart Dam, he Indicated he was in-
trigued with the competitive potential after
he visited the Rampart site on the way here.

We were Impressed with the sincerity of
our present Secretary of the Interlor. It
was nice to have him with us.

We hope he will come again soon-—and
often.

The Record of the 87th Congress, 1st
Session: Report to the People of the
2d Congressional District of California

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. HAROLD T. JOHNSON

QOF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 3, 1962

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, as has been my custom since my
first election to Congress, I wish to report
to the people of the mountain-valley
Second Congressional District concern-
ing my votes and actions during the 1st
session of the 87th Congress.

At this point I would like to place in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.a table which
lists my rollcall votes during 1961:
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